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ABSTRACT . • . 

A survey was conducted aaonq four area high schools 
participating in the John Wood Coeaunitu College (Illinois) Escrow 
Proqrai, which extends^^ollege credit t^high school sen-icrs taking 
specific courses offered by the ^igh schocl# in order te determine 
the extent of student interest in the prograa, Adainisler^d to 52 
Escrow students and 53 non-Escrow students, the questionnaire results 
indicated that: the hiq^. school students generally supported the* 
Escrow concept, witti over 7 151 of the Escrow participants and 65» of 
the non-participants wanting aore college-level courses' available 
during the senior year; the transferability of Escrow credit hours to 
colleges and universities was a concern of students uncer,tain about 
Escrow participation; non- participants attending classes offered for 
both high school and college credit w%re unaware that participants 
were subject to aore difficult reguireaents; £nd, the typical $36 fee 
for a three-credit Escrow course was felt /reasonable, and it appeared 
that a- scholarship program aiaed at those students who listed cost as 
a reason for not participating would not effectively increase student 
enrollment in the prograa. The survey instruaent is appended. (LHI 
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'attitudes of high scHdbL. students ^toward 

•" % the JWCC escrow PROGRAiM 

by Dan Hayes / 

^ Rationale ^ * ^ 

Although, the John Wood Community College Es crdwPrograin that 
was implemented nearly t^o ye^s ago represents a unique ^ innova- 
tive concept for^tl^e participating high schools^ throughout 'District 

539, the notion to extend c^l lege , credit to high school students 

/ 

during the senior year is not nev;. Many such oppor tuni tiQ^s are 
now being made availc^le to high school students throughout post- - 
secondary educational institutions. For example, City Wide Qollege 

/ - ' .V ' ' . ' 

Chicago- several/years ago initiated the College Acceleration Pro- ^ 
^ram^^ a progi*am whereby City VJide facu^y members travel info area 
high schools to teach .co 1 lege courses to college-bound seniors. 
Syracuse University has a nationally recosgnized program called' 
Project 'Advance in which 'the instruction for college credit is 

• ■ .■ ' ' ; 

provided by hi^gh school teachers du^ring th^^ regu^lar school* day. 



/ 



Project Advance has been an existent^ oyer five y^aM, involved' 
some 'sixty Iley York high schools, and has ejctended ^llege credit 



to over four- thous and high school seniors. 

/ 

^ Because the JVJCC Escrow Program has been in exi|iicnce only two 

^ ; . • \\ I % 

years, .there ha^ been only'a very limited opportunit;y po collect 

d^ta^about th'e program. It was believed that a queslionnaire 

comple tedwt^y Lscrow^ part icipants and non-pa-rticipants would be 

>elpfuL-in determining the extent of student interest^ in the pro- 

girawR-rr^valuating and improving the concept, and maintaining greater 
/ f . • 



control over the program. In addition, ,it was assumed, the 
instrument could p^rovide nqaded answers to questions such as: 

(1) VJhy do students elect or not choose ta par t;LCipate*? ' 

(2) . Do participating a^jd non-par ticipating Js tudents have different 

attitud^es* toward the coocept of making'college credit avail- 
able to highN^chool seniors? '"^ 

(3) Are Escr'dv students subject to stiffer cpurse' requirements 

in order tCi earn college credit? ; • , ' ^ 

(4) Is tlfe cosd of the progr-am reasonable for the high sohool 
• senior? anc 

(5) Are sti^dents generally aware of the program, and if ^iven 

Tnore informgtioa, would more students enroll? 

p 

Fin-ally,, it* was believed that the results-, when shared with 
;)rincipals and counselors of 'area high schools that did not 
participate i-n the program, might assis^jin the decision as t9 
whether to impleir.ent new Escrov; course throrughout non-participat- 



ing high schools 




•I 



Thererore, a ques t ionhaj^re was designed to be administered , 
throughout the four participating area high schools to two groups- 
'of students (a) those persons currently enrolled. for one or mor^ 
Escrow bourses for JW€C credit, and* (b) those indi?viduals nq^t 
preJentlv enrolled, In anv ^high schojol course foi:. "Escrow credi^t. 
Once permission was given by tf^^ cooperat ii5%^^ high school principals 
ques tionnaires ' were mailed to Escrpw teachers. Each Escrow% 

instructor v;as asked to administer the surveys to ^s many" Escrow , 

* * » ' 

students as possible P'lus an approximately equal amount of ran- 

domly selected non-parfticipants . Completed surveys 'were,, then 

•L ■\ I , 

I 1 

A copy of the qiiies tionnaire appears in the appendix. 



I recurned to JWCC or collected by a JVJCC representative. total 
of^52 Escrow students completed the questionnaire, while p3 non- 
Escrow students completed the surveys. 

... J 

Results " . 

r 

One of the purposes' of the investigation was to di\Scover the • 
reasons ciqed hy students for participation or non-pai;-t|cipat ion . 
Table 4 ijacludes a summary of the most frequently Irsted reasons 
for participation among students enrolled^for at- least one 'Escrow 
course. As the data indicate, taost students who participated 
recognized the advaj:itage of ob'tiaining a '^headstaVt at college, ind 
nearly ^s many students believed that the low cost of taking a 



course contriDutcJ to their decision to enroll. 

TABLE 1 ' ^ 
* ^ ' REASO::S FOR PARTICIPATION 



liumber S tuden ts ^ * 

Ci t inp ^ , Reason ^ 

^^3 Taa Escrow Program gives' me a chance to get a "head- 

^tart" at college. * ^ \ 

39' The cost of taking an Es crow ^;COur se w^as reasonable. 

35 I rplan to attend a- college ot^her than JWGC and 

v;anted the credit . 

33 The Escrov/ Program enables me to complete general, ' 

required courses that I would have to take at 
i college anyway. - ^ • * , 

L3 I plan to attend JWC(m. 

* » ' \ 

12 I merely^ wanted the ej^perience of having takerf-a 

college- level course for credit . . * " 

1 Others 



Table^ 2 includes a summary of t^xe most frequent ly *v:ited 
reasons for non-participation among the high sch9Q-l studenNle. 



surveyed . 



.TABLE 2 

REASONS, FOR ^;ON-PARTICIPATI0N 



" Number Students • 
* — — — 

Citing ' • ' Reason 

23 I 'plan to attend 'a college other th^n JWCC . 

20 I was uncertain as to whether tVie credit would 

transfer . ' 

12 "•'Even though I could affprd it,i J did not want to 

.pay for • the- .course to get college credit. - i 

12 . I v/as not given enough information to knew v^ha"!: * 

the program was really ab^)ut. ^ 

^ ^ • . '10 The courses v/ere not of interest to me; they did 

, * • ^ not fit my needs. . 

3 I do not plan to attend college. 

7 I cpuld not afford to take a course ($36 for a' 

' ^ • typical course) . ^ ' ^ 

5 ' Others . \ 



Students who plau to att-end institutions other than .P.VCC indicated 

s.ome concern about the transferability of Escrow credit, and this 

concern appeared to contribute to their non-par Cicipat^ion . The* 

cost of taking a course did not appear to be prohibitive for nxost 

of the non-participants. . ^ ' , > * •. % 

A second major portian of the quest ioni^aire ^^volved student 

attitudes toward the Escrov; concept*-.' Students were asked to (1) 

strongly agree, (2) agree, (3) indicate indecision, (4) ' disagree , 

« 

or (5) s^Hjngly disagree with a sc-ries of statements about the 
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Escrow I^f.6gram*. Table 3 presents each * s tatement that was resj!)orflted 
\o by Escrow participants. For each' statement listed, the numbers 
in parcnt-I-ioscs reprgsent the niean, standard deviation, -gnd nunber 

. . . 4 - . 

^ , / ' 6 



of students who rdspon^ed (as some students elected not to answer 
all items) . ' " ' • ■ • ' ■ - 

A ■ ' ; ~ TABLE 3 

« , M'TITUDES OF PARTICIPANTS 



I believe the Escrow Program is a worthwhile concept because tt^ 
gives a high school s^ior a "headstart" toward completing a 
college education. ^ (1 . 440 / - . 540 h=50) ' ' ^ ' ''"f^ 

^7 ■ - f\ 

The i^istruction I am getting in the Escrow course (s) I am taking ^ 

is just as challenging and/ or worthwhile as the type of instruc- • 
tion I believe I would ge? in a ifj^jgtilar college course. 
(1.961, .7.39: n-52) ^ ^ ' . 

I believe that^ the cost of taking a cQurse through the Escrow 
Pro^gram is reasonable. (1.725hi .750, n=51) 

I aru not expected 'to do more work, than the regular high school 

students attending the Escroy; ciass. ^(3.178, 1.339, n=51) / 

# 

I v;ould 'like more irfforination relative to JWCC activities and 
events, library privileges, et.c. ^(2.3^0, .923, n=50) 

I am dissatisfied with the ins true t ion ' I am getting through the , 
Bscrov; courses; ^in my opinion,. the material is not "college- 
leveF' iFi terms of difficulty.' (<4.265, .784, .n=49) 

X V7ish more courses could have .been offered at my high school 
through the Escrov// Program . (1.980, .836, n=51). 

Persons who receive college credit for courses through the 
Escrow Program should^be required to do* more work than the 
rcgulai" higk school student in orde^ to receive credit. 
(3.117, 1,142, rx=51) 

i 

JWCC should estaplish an Escrow Scholarship Program, to help 

sLudents with the cost of taking a college-level course. 
• '(2.540, .952, n-50) 



h 



Table 4 presents ^ach scatement that the non-Escrow students* 
were' asked to resp^ond to.' Again, for each statement, the mean, 
standard devia^J^n, and number of cases on- whicb'^ the statistics 
are based .are provided within parentheses. 

• , , TABLE 4 

« 

■ ATTITUDIiS OF NON-PARTICIPANTS 



^ . Once I find out what Escrow courses, will be offered next semester, 
I will seriously consider enrolling.- (3.153, l!036, n=52) 

I would enroll in an Escorw course if I could .qualify for some type 
of -a JWCC Escrow Scholarship. (2.943, 1.133, n=5"3) 

^ To Lic cont ' d- 
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Table 4 conc'd 

• . ■ ' * • ■ 

I feel as though I'm lairgcly uninformed ab5ut the Escrow Program. 
(3.526, 1.097, n=52) . * 

In those classes attended by regular high school and Escrow 

students, the regular student does just as much work as th.e ^ 
person gettin^^ college credit. (2 . 9&1 , <1 . 527 , n=52) 

PersoAs who r-e*ceivG c.oll>egG "^credit for taking certain advanced 
courses through the Escrow Ptogram should he required to do more 
work than ^he regular high school strident in order to receive 
credit^ (2.576,. 1.143, n=52) 

The cpst of taking an Escrow course is reasonable. 
^ (2.019, .874, n=52) 

The Escro^.: PrograiTi is worthv/jiile because it can give a high' school 
senior a "heads tart" toward completing *a college education. 
<1.846, .80l/n=52) • . * - 

I wish rriore courses could have been offered at my ^ high; "School 
through the Escrov; Program. (2,096, .975, n=52) / 



^ can be noted froT. Tables 3 and 4, several of the attitudinal 
statements tfiat v;e?e responded to by the^ two groups wei;e similar. 
Therefore, in orfcer to. determine if there was a difference among 
the tv;o groups for similar or identical -Items , statistical te^sts 
vjere appli^^d. Specifically, an independent t test was employed to, 
determii^e if the two groups had significant ly -different attitudes 
on each of four statements presented, to both sample grgups. 
Table 5 presents each statement that was administered to both th^ 
Escrow; ^nd non-Escrov; studdnts. The figures in parentheses 
include the micans for the two groups as well as thq t value 
associated V7ith the difference. Significantly different means 
(two--tailed test) are noted with aTi *as terisk . 
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TABLE 5 / / • 
DIftK'RENCESjA-ldNG ESCROW M^fp NON-^ESCROW GROUPS 

~ " ' f — ' =— r ; ' 



The Escrow Program is a wor thwl^ile' concept * because- it gives a high 
school senior a "hr^d$tart" towdrd compTetisng a college educa- 
tion, (1.440/ 1.84,6^ t=. 94) • , - ^ 

I wifeh.raore courses could have i)een offered at iny. high school 
thtough th^ Escrow'Program. (1^980, 2/096, t=,63) * 

I believe the cost of taking an Es crow 'course ($36 for a .typical' * 
* courka) is reasonable. (1/725, 2.019, t=.57) , ^ 

Person&V/ho receive college/ credit for Escrov courses' ^hould be \ 
' requiretf^to do more work than the reguTar high school student \ 
in order 'to receive credit.* (3.117, 2,576, t=2.tog) 



' r 




-'slg. at .05" (df = 101) s ' _ ^ 

... ■ . ^ 

As can be seen from, the data in Table 5, both groups believed the 
c'oncept is" worthwhile , that the costs are reasonable , ''and they 
expressed a desire for more Escrow courses through the high sdiooT, 
The onfly, significant difference t»et;ween the Cwo groups, involved the 
work ifsquirements that the "two groups believed should be imposed 
upon Escrv;*^ students. ' ' 

Another consideration involved the need to.Metermine v^hether 
students \;ho are enrolled for hi-gh school ' credit in courses with 
Escrov; students believe the Esc^row students are subject to stiffer 
requiremient s . Of the total number of 53 non-Escrov; students, only 
43 reported that they were currently taking a high school course 
being taken by an Escrov; student for^ college credit. Generally, 
the non-Escrov; students believed that Escrow students do no mo|:e 
work for college credit than the regular 'high school student 
(mean = 2.68J.^ standard deviation = 1.430), although there was -so 
much variability in^ th-e scores that the results seemed inconclusive » 
on the issue. 

/ ■ - • - i 
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Another purpose pf the investigation involved the> cost of 
the program Lo the studc?nt and whether JWCC should consider 
^sta'hlishin'g some type of scholarship program to cover the cost 
for some students. Generally, the two samp le 'groups b^ieved tl^e' 
'i:osts ($36 ,for a typical course) were justified; less'than 5 per- 
cent of the total number of strudents surveyed disagreed ox s.tronglV. 
'disagreed with the statement, "...the C®s^ of Laking an Escrow 
cours(^ is reasonable.^" In order to determine whether gosT served 
as a prohibitive factdr for some students -aad whether some type 
of scholarship w6tild remove the cost barrier, the resp^ons^es of 
nom^par t icipants who indicated cost as a primary Veason for non- 
participation were analysed. This group rep^resented only 30 percent 
of the non-Ks^rov; sample. i^Jhen asked 'Whether JWCC should establish 
a scholarship to ass^isL with the^cost of'taking^a oourse , the sub- 
group i^dic^te'd neither agreement nor di^^a^reement (2.937, SD j|^.18l5 
Moreover, only 36 percent of the tc|tal sample of non-par ticip^nts^ 
indicaCed they v/ould c*hroll for ar^ Escrow course if JWCC established 
some type of scholarship. Thus, it appeared that even though ^ 
some students* vi-ewed cost as a barrier, removal of the cost barrier 
in the form o»f'a JWCC schoLarship woul'd not necessarily lead to 
increased participation. 



Conclusions 
' ^ — -7- . i 

Based on .the limiited 4^"^^^^ that was collected ^thrcfugh this fiXst 
evaluation of student attitudes toward the Escrow Program, several 
conclusions can be reached. Fir^t, th-e high school students sur- 
veyed clearly support the EscrQw concept, the students like the 



notion of" being , able to combine high sc'Kool and college studies 
during the 'senibr year. Over 7I percent of the -Escrow participants * 
expressed a desire to^ see more college-level courses become avail- 
able during the senior year of high school, and 65 percent of the 
non-participants wished more Escrow courses could'have been ^ 
offered during the senior year. ; * 

Secpnd, the transferability of Escrow credit hours needs to 
be 'stressed to higl> schdol students , ^ particular 1/ insofar as the 
student 'who is uncertain about participation is concerned. At 
present, JWCC officials know of no instances where JVJCC Escrow' 



credit was rejectad solely on the basis that the student completed 
the credit as a high -school senior and did not atteij^ classes on -a 
college campus. On the contrary, if school officials at the 
'institution the studeru, desires to attend are wilLing to accept 
o*ther fc^rijis of JWCC credit, j.t would appear* that s.tudents would 
have no di^fficulty ifi transferring the credit hours. In ,any event, 
a piece of research -currently in progress^ at JWCC will help to 
resolve 'student apprcliens ions about transferability of Escrotv 
credit- hours. 'Admissions persotine'l at over fifty four-year colleges 
and universi^t ies throughout Illinois are being C'Sntacted relative 
ta the transferability of coilege credit earned during the senior 
ye^r. Results of the investigation will provide information about 
each four-year collegers policy concerning college cre'dit accumulated 
during high- school an*d wi he made available to high school 
counselors and principals withii^i^omnlilrii ty college district 539.. 
This information' sFiould serve^ to alleviate student appr-ehensions 

* 

Qi)Out; the program. ' . • ^ 

, , _ 9 _ • . 

...... / ; . . •• 



, Third' Escrow Lcach'Grsi should sft»ress the notion in trhose 
c'las^sb^ ,at^tGi^ded by botfT Escrow par C'icipanta and' non-participants • . 
tha»t st^u^ntsi^etting college credit for th^ ciass-\^ill be*,4xpected * 
.to perforin ^t: hiiihor level- in orcjcr "^tq* receive credit-^ In other' 
words"^^ S^npe -soiTie sfeudenCs at^jfending the class may b'e receiving. 
college cr'edit v;hile other students elect to earn high s'chool > 
credit,^ the iits tructctr- sjjojd^ld make it clear to all students that 
Escrow participants 'will bne su^ject^ to slightly mCre difficult 



requiremeti't s . For example, w 



lile the regular high, school student 



would^iot-be 'e.^pected to coinpiete certain types of assignnients in^ 
a , course (^sich as writing a term paper) , the* Es6roV ^t-uderbt would- 
be required , t6«o so. ^ , ^ ^ . , . ' ' ^ 

Finally, cosLs of the ^ program' for^the high s^^Viool student 
app^^^ reasoaable and justified; mosC can afford the typical 
fo^ a "trirac'credit course. In additioji, it does.not appear th^t a 
scholarship program aimed at the student' who currently lists cost 
as a reason for non-participation would-be effectivjT in i^fereasing 



student enrollment.. There appear to be ^other reasons besides cost 

)ns : 



thaf^re respons iblc .f or 'the stlident's decision not to enrol'l,- 



and a JWCC £scr6w Scholarship prpbab ly. vjould not remove such factors. 



JWCC ESCROW QUESTIONNAIRE 
High School Attendin-g 



r • Are you'aware thai your high school offers delected courses for 
seniors through the John Wood-.Corarrijinity College Escrow Pr(:)grara?* 
Yes > No ^ * * ' ^ 

2...^Are you currently taking 'an- adyanced high school course for college 
"credit tl:irt)ugh the- Esctow Program? Y^s . No^^ * " - 



If io / wh^'t^ course (s)? 



3 Are you currently enrolled in, any course for high school credit that 
• is ajitended by Escrow students who reJ^ive JWCC credit for the course? 
Yes No " ' 'Don't know _ 



if YOU answered ''no" on question 2, please indicate with a check 
ma'rk br marks the ^reason (s^ why you did'not enroll in a JVJCC Escrow 
course during th'^' f^rst semester. You may indicate as many '^easojis 
as you wistu \' ^ ' - ' 

I was not givGR enf)ugln information to know what thor Escrow 
Pro^gt^m is' really about. 



The Escrow^ courses available at my high'^ school were not of. 
"^terest to me, none of the Escrow courses appealed to me and 
the program did not fit my needs. ^ 

i could not afford the cost ($36 for a typical course). 

Even though I could have affprded the cost of taking a course 
for. Escrow credit, I did not' want to pay approximately. $^36 for^ 
a course and did not enroll. * ^ < ^ . . 

I plan to attend a college other than JWCC. ' K 

I was uncertain vjhether the JWCC Ipcrow credit would transfer 
to ^the college I plan to* ,at tend"". 



I do ^not plan to attend college. 



ERLC 



I didn/t.feel as though. I could do the work \recjuired ip< a course 
offered for college credit. • % ^ ^ 

I 'am against the Escrow toncept; high schools should .only, otfer 
courses, fpr high "school credit', and colleAfi should not^offer 
credit to some seniors for taking advanced^igh school courses, 
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jyCC ESCROW QUESTIONNAII 
Page 2 ^ 

Other, Reasons?" " 



^ : 

5. If 'you knswered -"no" on question 2; please respond to the ■following 
'statements by indicating whether you (1) stifongly agree, (2) agree 
• (3) are undecided, (4) disagree, or (5) strongly disagree^ 

Oi}ce I find out- wfkt Escrow courses will be offered ^t my 

high ^choo'l during the a^^Oftd semester, I' will seriously con- • 
sider enrolling. J/. 

I would enroll in an Escroit^aoUrse if .1 could qualify for some ' 

• • type of a JWCC Escrow Scholarship. 

' ) 

^ ^ I feel as though I'm largely uninformed ab6ut the Escrow Prog A. 



1 opinion, in thoae high school classes attended by regular ' 

tiigh school students and Escrow students receiv,ing college credit 
^ . foi: the cl-ass, the regular high school student does just as much 
work as the -person getting college credit. i 

' ■ ' A > 

. Persons who receive c,ollege credit for. taking certain advanced 

courses thr<)ugh the Escrow Program should 6e required to -do 
t more work than the regular high school student yi order to re- 
. ceiye Credit. 

• I believe the cost of taking an Escrow course ($36 for a tyt^ical 

course) is reasonable. • 

■ The Escrow Program is worthwhile because it c'an give a- high school 
senior a "head star?" toward completing a college education. 

I wish more courses could have been. offered at my high school " 

through the Escrow Program. 

6 If you answered "yes" on question 2, please indicate with a check mark 
' - or marks the reason(s) why you enrolled -in a JWCC. Escrow course during 
th-e^first semester. You may indicate aS many r\asons as" you wish, 

' I plan, to attend^ JWCC. 



, I pl^ to attend, a college, other than JWCC and wanted the credit. 

The. cost of. taking an Escrow .course was reasonable. 



I merely, wanted thf experience of having takefl-* a 'rollege-level ^ 

course for credit. ^ 

' The. Escrow Program gives me a chance ' to .get a "headstart" at ^ 
college. ^ * 

ERLC ^ - ' 



. . ^ * ' ' ^ . - UNIVERSITY OF CALIF. 

. • . " . ■ ^ . • . LOS ANGEL^^ , 

. .1W(-C E-SCROW QUeS'TIUNNAIRE , ^ * MAR 3 ,^978 

Page " 3 / \ . - f / ' 

* ^ CLEARINGKOUSE FOR 

, * . . . * . • JUNIOR COLLEGES 

* ' ♦ * • , - 

I The Escrow Program enables me to complete genei;al, required 

' DOurs.es that^ I wouid have ,to take at college anyway. 

Oth^r Reasons?' ' - ' ' 



/ 



^ 7. If you answered "yes!', on Question 2, please respond to the followin?^ 
.items. ' Indicate vour response by specifying whether you«(l) ^trongiy 
agree, (2X agree, (3) are undecil^td, (4) ' disagree , or (5) strongly"" 
disagree 

_^ , I believe the Escrow Progran is ^a worthwhil^e^ concept because 

i&. gives a high school senior a "head start" toward completing 
^ a college educatio^^ 

The^-^f?tet ruction I aj:n getting in the Escrow course (s) I am -tak- 

^' ingj^lsjjust as, challenging and/or worthwhile as* the type of 

iU's'truction I believe I would gef in a. regular college course. 

I' 

I "oelicve • that lhe''cosL: of takin^^ . course thij'pugh" the Escrow 

Program, is reasonable . 
p. ^ . 

I Even. tJ::oij;^h I recci;/o college credit through^ Escrow for a 

course being attended by regular high school/Studen t s , I 
an^not exr^ected tt) do' more work than regular high school 
^ students attendipg; the ^ class .\ " , , • ' t* 

* ' ' ' / , ' 

Since ^41)7 enrollment m an Escrow course makes me a part-time 

. ' JWCC If^udent , 1 would like mora information relative to JWGC 

^ , activities and events, library privileges, etc. ^ 

^ I am djs^tisfied with tfee instructional am getting through the 

^ Escrov; coui'seCs) 1 am taking; in my opinion^ <he .mater i'al. is 
ndt "college-level" in terms of difficulty..^ \ ^ ^ . - 



ERIC 



-I wish more courses could have beeni of f er^^^-^ my high s( 

, through ^the Escrow Program. ^ ' ' . 

Persop.#%7hQ receive college credit for ' taking 'certain -advanced 

coui:S.es 'throvigh the . Escrow Program should required to do more 
work* tfian the regular high school student An order tp itfeCeive 
' - ^ " ci?edit , , ' . ' . ^ ,j 

JWCC'^ should establish an. Escrow Scholarship Progr^flf to help", 

students with the -cost of taking a college- level douxse. 

•V:. ; • . 
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